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1. Since you unfortunately were able to attend only a portiop of 
the National Security Council meeting. 19 December 1961. you did npt hear 
my briefing on the NATO Military Committee meetings of Last weefy 
Accordingly. I take this method of providing you with the highlighU' pf 
these Important meeting*. 

I NT RO D UC T ION 

2. The 27th Meeting of the NATO Military Committee in Chiefs 
of Staff Session was held on Monday and Tuesday of last week in Pari". 
As you may know, the Military Committee, which Is the senior NATO 
military authority, meets In two types of sessions.^ The so-called Per- 
manent Military Representatives, selected by the ofu>fs of Staff of the 
NATO nations, meet regularly in the Pentagon. Additionally, on a twice 
yearly or more often if necessary basis, the Chiefs of Staff of the NATO 
nations (except Iceland) meet in Chiefs of Staff session. Chairmanship 
of the Chiefs of Staff session rotates alphabetically. It. bring the U.S. 
turn, I served In an international role as Chairman of this rncctin G , having 
taken over from Admiral Mountbattcn last June. General Ruffnor. our 
Permanent Representative, acted as U.S. Military Representative. For 
the first time In the history of NATO, all of the Permanent Representative!!, 
as well as the Chiefs of Staff, participated In such a meeting. 



FORMAL SESSION 



3. Some of the more Important item r, of the agenda of the formal 
Bf.twdon and their related documents were: 

A. The Intelligence Appreciation, prepared as a primary 
function by the StandLTg"Group. and presented orally by itB Chairman. 
This document Is the agreed intelligence estimate uj^on whicJ^NATO^ 
military planning is based. 



REPRODUCTION OF THIS DOCUMENT 
IN WHOLE OR IN PART IS PPOHIBITEO 
EXCEPT WITH PERMISSION, OF THE 
ISSUING OFFICE. 






EXCLUDED TtiOU AUTOMATIC 

F.ZGRADIVG; DOD DIR GflOOJO 

PC>::3 HOT AJ'J'LY 



Xopy 
Page 



./... 



of 



./.. P. 



Mfe 



mi 



^j*^***^*^ 



.he I'-cl r*/w O C — men in*.* 



y-^r*.- c * r-. 



3. jn , 

itera ^ u5 consideration of a document which le the submission of the annual 
military requirement for facilities to the North Atlartfc Cornell. 

C. The most important item on the formal agenda ^aa con- 
sideration of the paper, MC-96, Force Requirements for E ji d-196$ and 
Tentative Countryjare akdown a Thereof, This document is the staffpieat ; d 
oFforce requirements" projected five years ahead, a« determined fyy the 
NATO military authorities. This paper includes a break-out of fo|fe» 
on an Individual country basis an 4 although agreement to the document 
dees not constitute a firm country commitment, it does provide th$ basis 
for force development and it is the standard against which progrcsp I* 
evaluated* The Committee approved this paper and submitted it tq" pie 
North Atlantic Council. 

I NFORMAL SESSION 

4. This was the third time that an informal section has been held. 
It was recognized eornc time ago that free, frank expression of viexys was 
sometimes lacking during formal sessions. For this reason, we experi- 
mentally tried an informal cession during our meeting last December, It 
went eo well on that occasion and again h; April and this session that I 
believe the informal eesslon will become the most useful reason for the 
Military Committee meetings. Incidentally, for the Informal session each 
principal is permitted only a limited number of subordinates In attendance, 
and no formal record of the discucrdon le made. 

5. This time our dificueidon was centered on the current Hatt-W^Rt 
crlcls over Berlin. Four interrelated and complementary Heme were 
considered: 

A. The NATO Build-up, 

B. The Soviet Build-up. 

C. Berlin Contingency Planning and ProgrcRO in NATO Planning 
Related Thereto. 

.. D. SACEUR's presentation on Nuclear Capability. 
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~7 FoUoMng the presentation of tie Intell^cnce Arpr.c 
AdmirJrJ^ C^^of tt «^n^C»up ^-^ ^^ | - ^ 

P a P e.r was that from Cexn - I. * ^ 81jbstAntially £re? ter , 

that tie Soviet forces available to <>W essentially a. 



rr GrOUp. 



his \Scw vas essentially a« ^ 

usb 'luring their £ ; ;*C" 
rtfich pjrpp° se<1 



cd a greater 



than estimated by the Standin, . . .- c lrau£B durii 

expressed by Chancellor Adenauer and hun.ster tr 
Acting, ^th you in Kovcn.c|^W.^^ milt 

firM choublbe considered. 
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tfS* l0 ; The .natter of a NATO ^^[^1^^:^ for m.,- 

t to the committee approval action on _ J . ^ ^ -^ ^ 

^ 1966 and Tentative Country Breakdown. "^^ * ;scd tlirec pri ,„.,x 

/ ^p^entaTive Vcaa a second paper. In tins pa P 
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i General Foertech proposed that military authorities study the military and 
^technical problems Involved Ln Incorporating MRBMs In NATO forces. 

11. lollowlng the German etalcmcnt, 5ACEUR, SACLANT, and" 
several countries expressed disapproval of and proposed the deletion from 
the MC-9& paper of one sentence in paragraph 3 and that part of paragraph 
6 which deals with the Game point* In their view, theso sentences reduced 
the strength and effectiveness of the document as a valid statement of 
military requirements. These sentences arc as follows: ,T Nc ve rthcjc nn t 
it is possible that force requirements for cnd-l?66 may luivc to be reviewed 
In the light of the conclusions of the current r-tudles on NATO strategy, ,! 
and "In developing country LrcaValowns, the Military Committee is mi n-Jf-.il 
of the numerous nonmilltary factors which, In the ca.se of f.ome member 
nations, may prevent the early full attainment of the proposed force levels 
or compositions for the nations concerned. Further, the tentative break - 
dov.-ns are not necessarily to he regarded as commitments but, rather, 
an a guide to forwa rd planning. n 



1?.. The I/ilitary Committee action in respect to this pnprr was: 

A, To approve the MC-V6 <\< raiment v.-ithout a. 1 1 < ■ rut Ion or 
deletion for nubmlsfiionto the Council, 

B» In order to save time, pending receipt of juditiral guid-mce, 
to direct the standing Group to study tlic military asp^rtR of the Integration 
of MRBJ^b into NATO, 



CONTROL OF NUCLKAR VdlAPONS 
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J>T* I 3 * 1^ keeping with our policy of Informing the Alliance oKTurV 

F nuclear capability vis-a-vis the Tuu/irts, SACKUR gave th<^ r.ameprc-vf 
"'^l^cjvtation he gave to the North Atlantic Council t ecent ly .C'frii n h a i r Hug 
includes very broad and general coverage of the following: 
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A --,,. _.. r ^. r nr.ci tv::0 cf rvicl- -. r l.v.r- ~h< 

hut the f A ct that p!r,nnlr.j for .^ocauo.. .8 Co.. . 



\ chicle a row 
7 ;-;t included 



location 




3. NATO nuclcar^artctins and the £ — *1 £-^f c ^ 



C. A schematic representation of the atomic strike cppununl- ^ 

cations systemgwith it^^ x r.2V3 

i for release purposes. ^ 

~ . « .i^-iiTu- Orman rcprcG^ntatlvA //.o 

♦ • ,1 for-rcs are Inadequate; nuclear weapon*, 

A. NATO conventional lorces art- m A 

In truly balanced forces are necessary; 

B. The hey problem of unclear weapons is the mailer of 

control; and 

C. NATO must have the .shortcut possible xcction time. 

j- «i -,f uT7ir» qtmidlnr Group should continue, 
„e concluded by reconvening ^^^^ lh / conlro l and release 
,„ G rcater detail, it- study on a -^a 1 ■■ ^ f ^ ^ 

authority of nuclear weapons ^^ff/^t, Control of Nuclear weapons, 
basis.'" (MC-95 la a document Wlcd. ha lltary C ^-^■--^■■-j-j^^-; and 
urcparedby the Standing Croup, approve 1 by the lanHta y 
now in the handfl of the Permanent Council. ) 

^rj^r-^^;,:: ;: *.- .■,.«/<* «... ,,,.. 

16. Finally, the Committee agreed: 

* ittriri of the importance from a military 

a Trt rrrord recognition 01 int i' 11 ^ 1 «•• 

rarly date go that planning may continue. 

i i 1 ,- n ,i!inur study of this nubject 
,... That «!.« Staling Croup r.l.oulu •-"""""- " , 

altfI ,„, C.....C11 .,a l-l o« MC-95 ...d U»»-> I-"-"' ^"'•" >ce - 
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i. the NATO military .»0»ritl« ««««£ ^^te H ATOd*E*M 
emergency. Specific direction vra. £ lv^n to ^» . . -^g&r to 

^tL TVrU t. = Conine ^ntf. ^.^ 
tic meeting thc^major Allied oo . ^ ^ ^ ^ 

their progrcs! 




^>^>^* conc eplu A Uy the vartou. 

19. SACEUR retried fi. ^^ - f plangl , wa0 bcing prepared, 
operations for which Iub^ -V-jftrf* "r.o Si IAPK planning and 

Further, he explained the r ^1° 'ScTm <f m^ng and opcrflUon. were 
the dc fi rce of coordination ^^°^^ nt finely terminated by a 
to he effective. Tins e vo.ed a hn L th > 1 ; ^ , ccrctnry General 

roquet from the Commit « ^at X cot- „ UlC .Ministerial 

if S ACKUR^H.fin 8 *™"^£™?£ an Z di^reed /Secretary Rnsk 
Meeting. {IAB it turned out the UK . n ^ ^ ^^ for 

^x-ccdj "oT^ herniary General deemed .ot t ^^ Korsti 

£ c ^slera. Inctcad. the Mi Mary Com >^^ c a caniti.od v,r,..on 



Committee a crmUmod vision 
f, :v.e Minrnt'-iu; on an a-i'<-d. 



UlC ;v.llli:,iv.t»« ■-■••- , r .;i.„.„ 

of l,i» Lrlcfins r,o <l..,t all n, a y b.-f tl, ,r 

accurate basin. )' 

„ „, c . .,1^-nod that although Ma bcad- 
■ZO. SACI.ANT reported ne:^. "^^ ' e ]i( , h , d prC viour,ly on Ids 
quarters had only rec,;nUy "" , „, 'for i»o«t conceivable contin^ncic s, 
own initiative prepared liable p ^ ^ " ^ nfiCncy operations on 
For this reason he was prepared to In J^*^ n " " T f * rce8 aro earmarked 
relatively ehorl notice. However ^^f[^ Blnc9 f or country reason 
for ao-icmncnt rather «mn- etna y a^ ne d ^ lnevJlBljle . 

He forcco arc xoaldcploycd. certain practi ... 

r ii i * t-Afl ANT'u report the main polntn 
Zl. ' In the discussion following oACLAN 1 

of Intercct were: 

A . Th- .lc 8 ree of coordination that 1 * r-T^d „„d occur, 
hctween .SACFUR antl .^r T.MM- V- .• M— t,rn. 
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nechardca of conveying rs.itior.al forces to SACLANT. 
ir.g emergencies of lees than general war magnitude, 

C< Quality and quantity of LANTCOM forces. 



In remarking on the last point, SACLANT stated very frankly lh# hit 
forcea wore seriously deficient in rnanning, equipping, and logistic 
support. He urged action to provide earlier availability of be lie * forces. 

PORTUGUESE STATE M£NT 

22. Incidentally, as a last minute addition to the formal agenda, 
the Portuguese reprcecntatlve. General De Araujo, presented a etatcment 
in which it was explained that military operations In Angola required with- 
drawal of a portion of the NATO committed forces. The forces withdrawn 
consist of 5 destroyer escorts, 5 Infantry battalions, and 2 artillery com- 
panies (approximately 50% of the force committed to NATO by Portugal.) 

SUMMARY 

23. You have undoubtedly noted that the Germans were the source 
of three Important initiatives for this meeting. In actual fact, they proposed 
yet n fourth -- that a study of (ho requirements for£T* 5 ( " 

Joe undertaken. It appears clear -^ 
to me (hat wo may expect Increasing effort by (he Germans to be accepted >V/j: 
fully into all aspects of NATO indi(ary activity. _'.... .' - 

24. It was a very useful meeting, I believe, more cuccennful than 
any of the seven I have previously attended. Particularly noteworthy was 
the Informal session during which the ropreseiilalivcfi conducted a most 
comprehensive and frank discussion.- 



rSgd] C. tl IEMHI17ER 
La I... LEMNIT2ER 

Chairman 
Joint Chiefs of Staff 
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